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and that, as we have already said, is just where the
question of temperament comes in. If the "empirical"
thinker attributes a resistant substantiality to his concrete
thinking, from the abstract standpoint he is deceiving
himself, because substantiality, or "hardness", belongs^to
the external fact and not to his "empirical" thinking.
In fact, the latter turns out to be particularly weak and
decrepit; for, so little does it know how to maintain itself
in the presence of the external fact, that it must always
be running after, even depending upon, sense-given facts,
and, in consequence, can hardly be said to rise above the
level of a mere classifying or presenting activity.
From the thinking standpoint, therefore, there is some-
thing very frail and dependent about concrete thinking,
because, instead of having stability in itself, it depends
upon outer objects, which are superordinated to thought
as determining values. Hence this kind of thinking is
characterized by a succession of sense-bound representa-
tions, which are set in motion, not so much by an inner
thought - activity, as by the changing stream of sense
perceptions. A succession of concrete representations
conditioned by sensuous perceptions is not precisely what
the abstract thinker would term thinking, but at best only
a passive apperception.
The temperament that prefers concrete thinking, and
grants it substantiality, is distinguished, therefore, by a
preponderance of sense - conditioned representations, as
against active apperception, which springs from a sub-
jective act of will, whose aim it is to command the
sense-determined representations in accordance with the
tendencies of an idea. To put it more briefly: more
weight is given to the object in such a temperament; the
object is felt-into; it maintains a quasi-independent
behaviour in the idea-world of the subject, and carries
comprehension along in its train. This is therefore an